DIVISION o 
We 
EUROPEAN APPA” 


TELEGRAM RECE VED, . ie ud. 


a 
F ae 


1—1336 


# 
DEPA 


FROM : 
portion of this GENGVA {part nas) / 
ElEsram must bE closely 
paraphrased before being Dated July 23,1936, 


communicated to anyone, 
Rec'd July 25, 5:20 acme. 


Secretary of State, DERARTMUNY OF STATE 


; Oe 
¥¢ »-4 


JUL 2 9 1936. > 
DIVISI 
R EASTERN AFPAIRS 


(GRAY) One. Regime of the Straits: Transmitting / 


Washington, D.C. 


1Ss6/SI1S9°L9L 


298, July 23, 5peme 


text of the convention and will report on such details 
of significance as I may obtain (END GRAY), I am 
told that Australia which participated has undertaken 
formally to furnish the other Dominions with a 


commentary, a copy of which if I can not obtain it 


9C6l Of TAL 


here, the Department might procure in a Dominion 
capitale 

(GRAY). Delegates and naval experts coming to 
Geneva have characterized the results of the conference 
as follows, Reaffirmation of the Sitmatelle of liberty 
of passage in Article I is regarded as important in 
affording platform for positions which may be desired 
to be taken by any maritime power, Turkey was, howeren, 


successful in resisting inclusion of similar principle ‘ 


respecting air navigation, adducing its incompatibility 


with 


Page 32, 
298 from GenEvae 
with refortification. While the international 
commission is eliminated commercial passage is safe- 
guarded by various provisions which are regarded as 
substantially in line with existing practices. Russia 
won most of her points against Great Britain in respect 
of trensit of war vessels; comment on this centers on 
why the British permitted an aspect of defeat to be 
presente’ by not immediately accepting what was apparent 
from the outset, that is that unless London were 
ready to employ definite material pressure the 
desires of Russia due to its geographical position mst 
prevail. Evaluation of these points is seen, nevertheless, 
to rest on their practical application. Remilitarization, 
howeverff places Turkey in a few and stronger political 
position and her friendship thus becomes the 
realistic factor in privileges respecting the straits. 
aspects 

From the point of view in its immediate / ; the outcome 
is seen as a British victory, British-T urkish activities 
during she conference being popularly termed the Anglo- 
Turkish " alliace’, 

In as much as, with the exception of Litvinoff, the 
great powers were not representec by officials with 


general responsibilities it would appear that no political 


determinations 


. progressing generally along the lines SCOP ce 


Page de 
298 from Geneva. 

determinations were reqched on the margin of the 
conference as once forecast, There occurred, 
nevertheless, informative political discussions 
concernin. which I report on two points (END GRAY), 

Two. Danzig: The question of Danzig is seen as 
arrangements which I discussed in my number 28 a 
July 4, 10 peme Poland, as was expected, is 
Employing her special position to seek a quid pro 
quo in certain particulars. The adjustments 
Warsaw is endeavoring to obtain are Polish control 
or controlling participation in (1) postal service, 
(2) customs and port regulations, (3) the Bank of 
Issue, these being construed as pertaining to the 
external affairs of the free city, and alse (4) 
minimum participation in police matters as necessary 
to the safeguarding of her rights under the foregoing 
and as symbolic of the Polish national Element in 
Danzige Should these adjustments be effected it is 
anticipated that a more general settlement along 
the lines discussed in my telegram under reference 
will follows: 


a 
Three. European situation: The position of Berlin 


with 
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with certain understandings with Rome is seen as a 
refusal to particinate in general European arrangements 
which are€ in any way based on the war or subsequent 
status quo settlements, It is expected that shortly 
following the Olympic Games Germany will propose a 
great power conference to consider the European 
situation on a new basis to be participated in by 
Great Britain, France, Germany, Poland and Italy. 
Hitler is determined that Russia should not be | 


Faas and contemplates launching such a conference 


ee s a move for a peaceful European readjustment and 
w 


i111 likewise Endeavor to associate with it a united effort 
to combat Communism, Franze in its external policy 
Emphasized by the position of its present government 

is opposed to such a project and Mussolini is said to 
rezsard the participation of Russia as essential, It is 
generally felt that a conference without Russia would 

be impossible. It is »elieved that this will form a 
background in the current discussions of the three 

Locarno powers, 

The recent German-Italian arrangements respecting 
Austria are interpreted as reaching at least on a modus 
vivendi basis adjustments of outstanding questions »etween 
the two powers as anticipatory to such a general conference 


and as 


Pee 5, 298 from Geneva, 
and as in particular affording “bem both greater 
freedom of action. The attempsed German-Polish 
| arrangements respecting Danzig are viewed as having the 
same end. 

The smaller Eastern and Southeastern European 
states are apprehensive of a “disposal” of Europe 
by the great powers which in view of the role Germany 
would pley is seen either by bringing pressure or by 
Example as set ‘ing in motions general revision 
AgrEEMENt.s 
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PURELY (Folitical } 


Subject: Political Issues ond Problems. 
hemillitarization of The Straits. 


All Turkey 18 exulting today. The Kemalist Kepublic is cele- 
brating es it might a military victory what it is pleased to call “the 
re-eatablishsent of Turkish national sovereignty" and also the triumph 
of what it regards as a new principle in the adjustment of furopean 
international differences. For it is in this sense that iM. utem Izzet 
Benioe, for instance, writing in the "Aagik Sda", describes the accon- 
plishments of Dr. Aras’ delegation at Montreux and the signing there on 
July 20, 1936, the new Straits agreement. ; 


In & press absolutely controlled, all this is natural enough. 
dore noteworthy among the peans of praise going forth to the Montreux 
delegation as @ whole and to the Gasi in particular sre the compliments 


being paid to all the other Powers participating and especially to Great 1 
Britain. Ni 


TO cite but one of the inatances typical of this policy, the 
editor of the “Tan” writes: 


"Yor years it was a principle of Turkish patriots to believe 
in the word of the Iinglish. iverything pertaining to loyalty am right 
it was current to call ‘inglish' and daily language frequently cerried 
such expressions as ‘If you must hang someone, do it with an inglish 
rope’. at the conclusion of the armistice it was remarkable to nete 
war-returning Turks and Britons shaking hands in mutual respect. we 
Turks elways recall how the British were wont to speak of the fact that 


Turke fought always as gentlemen and of their own wish to be friends 
with us. 


“The British Government ut that time was not always disposed 
to follow this attitude. It issued strict instructions forbidding 
british officers to have relations with us and recommended them to 
frequent the minorities. the British intelligence service, relying 
upon information which happily was inoorrect, inclined toward support 
of the bureaucrasy, ignorance and fanaticism of the Palace in an attempt 
to quash the seeds of development and life in Turkey. 


“Such a policy naturally led to coolness. For years both 
parties regarded one another with suspicion. The British had scarcely 
any confidence in us and we were disposed to see the British finger in 
everything. One day an unimportant incident ocourred. British officers 
had been endouraged to study foreign languages, pay increases being 
allowed to those who beceme proficient. One of these tongues was | 
Turkish and many officere preparing to serve in British intellicenge - 
were pursuing courses in Turkish at English universities. All at one® 
the credits for this instruction were abolished and the Turkish Langulies 
studies, until then most popular, were suddenly deserted. ’ 


note 
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“This trifling incident served to show how England was 
beginning to ignore us. Some time after, however, thie complete in- 
aifference gave way to an increasingly friendly interest towurd Turkey. 
keoent experiences have shown us that the League of Nations rests upon 
&@ Goliaboration which is neither general nor supple, practical nor 
durable. If the ides of pesce and security is to develop, it is 
necessary to reinforce at 211 costs local friendships, the outgrowth 
of a Community of interests. and of the elements in this domain anglo- 
Turkish friendship is one of the most important." 


Ginge the above was followed the next day by an equally 
pleasant tribute to the U.5.5.H., with others to France and Bulgaria. 
the above is not to be taken too seriously, bot the Lion's share of 
them has gone to Albion, which may well indicate s still more definite 
Yapprochement with England. 


The essentials of the new agreement as finally determined 
by the Niontreux Conference are as follows; 


1. Commercial VYesseis. 


a- Complete freedom of pessage for all coumercial ves- 
sel@ in peace or in war without distinction as to flags or cargoes. 


db. Considerable reduction in taxes and port charges on 
Coaneroial vessels imposed by the Turkish authorities. 


@. Obligatory pilotage throuch mine fields in the event 
of war or the threat of war. 


2. Warships. 


, @ All warships of non-belligerent states shall have 
freedom of passage both in pesce and war when Turkey remains neutral. 


b. To all belligerent warships the straits are closed, 
except when charged with missions in execution of a mandate from the 
League of Nations or in case of a regional accord to which Turkey is 
a party. Moreover, Turkey may pronounce the same interdiction in case 
of a threat of war. 


Oo. Submarines and aircraft carriers of states not 
contiguous to the Black Sea are prohibited, except when in need of 
repairs or in the case of the purchase of such vessels by outside 
states. 


a. Foreign naval tonnage in the Straits and the Black 
Sea is limited to a maximum of 30,000 tons. 


8. Tonnage at any one time is limited to 15,000 tons. 
f. For humanitarian reasons (earthquakes or similar 
disasters) tonnage limitations may be increased not over 8,000 tons. 


From; M.a. Ietanbl Report No. 6657 July 25, 1936. 
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@- Advance notice of eight (8) days shall be given the 
Turkish authorities for the passage of all vessels whether of commerce 
or war. The maximun stay in the Straits or in the Bleck Sea is limited 
to one month. : 


5. The Straits Comission. 


The International Straits Commiseion is abolished, its 
function being transferred to the Turkish jovernnent. 


4. Rewiliterisetion. 


Tho agreement becones effective imediately upon rati- 
fication. by a special protocol, however, Turkey is authorised to re- 
militerise the Straits upon the signing of the convention. 


5. Duration of the Convention. 


the convention holds for twenty (20) years. Revision 
of certain clauses, by irticle 26 of the agreanent, are provided for 
upon request of one of the contrecting parties supported by one other. 
if unanimity is not attained in adjudication of such a demand, the 
decision shall rest with the vote of « three-fourths majority of the 
contrescting parties, including three-fourths of the states, Turkey in- 
Cluded, bordering en the Black Sea. 


In other words, Turkey, by this abrogation of the old con- 
vention regains the right to militarise the Straits. 


Commercial vessels have the right of navigation and transit 
by day and by night in peace and in war as long as Turkey remains 
neutral. In case Turkey herself is a belligerent, such right is ac- 
corded to vessels flying neutral flogs. 


Any Single state may send a fleet comprised of light surface 
vessels, small warships and fleet auxiliaries, not exceeding a total 
Of nine (9) waits and 15,000 tons, through by day upon giving one week's 
motice. By “light surface vessela” is meant, as per appendix 3 of the 
new convention, those of not more than 10,000 tons and with guns not 
exeecding G-inch. Fleet auxiliaries specially constructed for the 
transportation of combustibles either liquid or solid and not carrying 
heavy armamermts are exempt from the restrictions on tonnage and the 
obligation to give notice. 


Submarines and military aircraft, as well as aircraft carriers, 
are exoluded. 


Within these limits, the right to send through 15,000 tons 
of warships is further conditioned by the restrictions on foreign naval 
vessels in the Black Sea. Such forces are limited to a total of 30,000 
tone, to wit: the present naval strength in those waters of the .8.3.H. 
When the Soviet's Black Sea fleet is increased by 10,000 tons, the total 


Fran; 4.4. Istanbul Report No. 6687 duly 25, 1936. 
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allowance of foreign tonnage shell be increased by a lixe amount, vis; 
45,000 tens. Twice yearly for purposes of cawmtation the Bleok cea 
Powers will report their naval strengths to the Turkish Goverment 
whieh, in turn, will transmit this information to the other signatories 
and to the League of Mati ons. 


Wot more than two-thirds of the 30,000-46,000 tons may be 
sent into the Black cea by any one Power and then only for a stay of 
not mere than three (3) weeks. However, outside Powers, for purposes 
of humanity, may send in with Turkish anthoriseation up to 8,000 tons 
Of war vetsels. In case of the arrival of such a force would fill up 
or exceed the maximen tonnage permitted in the Black Sea, consent of 
the other Black Sea Powers as well as that of Turkey would be required 
within 48 hours. 


Turkey being neutral, the 3traite are closed completely to 
belligerent naval forces. The only exception to this rule ia when 
such forces are engaged on missions ordered by the League against an 
aggressor nation or are going to the aid of a victim of aggression, 
the League having failed to act. 


In any war in which Turkey is a belligerent or upon a threat 
of war where she feels herself menaced, she enjoys camplete discretion 
to close the Straits. In the case of a threat of war, however, sho 
mast revoke such closure if the League Council by a two-thirds vote 
wules such a measure umvarrented, a majority of the signatories of the 
hew convention sharing in this view. 


In availing herself of her right to reailitarisze, Burkey has 
not lost a mimte's time. Troop movements toward both the Derdanelles 
and and the Bosphorus began promptly on July 2let, the day following 
the Signing of the new convention. 4 detachment of troops debarked on 
the island of Tenedos, while another landed from the cruiser "Hami diye" 
on Imbros. Both of these are inoluded in the echeme of fortification 
which will be done by a commission under the direction of the Chief of 
the General Staff, Marshsl Fevei YVakuonak, who already is making a tour 
of the entire region. 


At Ganakkale, neur the entrance to the Dardanelles, where it 
is purposed locating an army corps, the first detachnent arrived at 
11:00 a.m. It was accompanied by the Turkish fleet under command of 
Admiral Sikri and consisting of the battle cruiser “Yavus", formerly 
the German cruiser “Qoeben"; the light cruiser "Hemidiye”; the deatroy- 
ere “Zefer", "Tinas Tepe", "Koca Tepe", “Ragit”, and‘Misir Reis"; and 
the submarines “Ininti I", "InUnil 11", and the "Gtir”, all of these vessels 
anchoring off the port and landing a detachment of marines to welcome 
the army. 


Rececupation of the danilitarised sone of the Bosphorus began 
on the same day. Letachments of infantry, artillery and machine gan 
units, coming from Anatolia, embarked at tekidar and sailing up thet 
Fram; M.A. Istanbul Report Ho. 6657 duly 2, 1936. 
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waterway moved into garrison of the old fortresses of the Bosphorus 
defenses under the eye of General Issettin, Inspector General of the 
Amy. A force of airplanes flew over the Strait to illumine the move- 
ment with their projectors. 


These military activities were accompanied by enthusiastic 
denonstrations on the part of the civilian authorities and the public. 
Patrictic addresses, distribution of flowers, cigarettes and refresh- 
ments welcomed the troops in every town and village, the population 
Singing the national anthem. The manifestations organised in Istanbul 
aud other of the larger centers were mort elaborate. 


That these demonstrations were staged by order is well known. 
That the Montreux delegation might be fittingly welcomed upon their 
arrival in Istanbul, the police made a house to house call ordering 
the inhabitants to turn out and greet them at suburb railway stations 
although their train passed in the sarly hours of the morning. Never- 
theless, national exultation has been sincere and general, whether it 
wes spontaneous or not. 


On the other hand, the possibility of the Turkish army 
garrisoning the Dardanelles with « force as large as an army corps, 
with headquarters at (anakkale, is open to mush doubt, for it is not 
believed that it has the troops available, and to do 80 would involve 
a@ radical change in the present order of battle. True, the dendarmerie 
Sehool, hitherto established there, has been removed to make room for 
the headquarters of General Hussein Hilemi, commanding the Bayrami 
Brigade, but that he will be given a force as large as 2 corps a 
with the staff required to handle it is emtremely doubtful. in the 
Opinion of my more experienced colleagues here, the new Dardanelles 
garrison will probably be for some time to come not more than a 
akeletonised division. 


ROYDRMN WILLI anon, 
Major, (Cav.), scting 6.s., 
Military attache. 
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In a conversation I had yestetiay, June léth, with Captain 
Leleu, French Assistant Militery aA’tache, at which his chief was 
present, the Captain gave me a resumé of his personel estimate con- 
cerning the Straits situation. 


He Stated his conviction that Great Britain was playing 
Turkey a8 an offset to Italy; that if a Complacent attitude on the 
part of London toward the rearmanent of the Straite meets with 
Turkish gratitude, 1t will result in a growing British domination 


with & consequent diminution of Soviet influence in this part of the 
world. 


2SG6/61189° La. 


I asked Captain Leleu if he felt that the successful ac- 
Complishment of euch a British pelicy was likely to result in an in- 
crease in air G@evelopment by the Turks. He stated definitely "yes": 
that he thought a strong flanking by Turkey of the Dodecanese Island 
pessecsions of Italy would largely tend to neutralize the fact that 
Malta has now ceased to possess any Value to the British as a base 
in the Uediterraneen, and that sach vi imrease would serve to the 
advantage of British interests in Lgypt . 


In reply to my raising the point as to what France's policy 
might be in the event of developments along this line, the Ceptain 
Stated that Yrench influence in the eastern Mediterranean was dimish- / 
ing, whereas that of Germany wes in the uscendant. It may be assumed, 
therefore, that France will rollow Great Britain's load. 


ROYDEN WILLIAMSON, 
Major, (Cav.), Actg.@.5., 
Military Attache. 
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Subject: Moscow Comment on Turkish 
Dardanelles Proposal. 
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The Secretary of State, 
Washington. 


Sir: 


> 

I have the honor to enclose a copy of a let- aa ; 
ter, which I have todey sent to the American n- = 4 
bassador in Istanbul, concerning certain comment & 
in the Moscow press relative to the Turkish pro- 


posal for the transit of war vessels through the 
Straits. 


Respectfully yours, 


/ 
/ 


Arthur Bliss Lane. 


Enclosure 
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Enclosure: 
le Copy of letter of 
July 9, 1936, to 
American Ambesseador, 
Istambul, Turkey. 


(In quintupliceate) 
fwo copies to Embassy, Moscow 


710-R-Tur. 
FCsp 
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dated JUL -9 1936 


Enclosure “nto stanton 1 — to Despatch :N2 on 
sz from American Legation, Riga. 
| alo’ 
co Riga, July 9, 1956. 
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The Honorable 
J. Ve Ae MacMurray, 
American Ambassador, 
Istanbul, Turkey. 
Sir: 

Knowing your interest in the current negotiations 
concerning the fortification of the Dardenelles and 
the rights of passage through them for men-of-wer, 
negotiations in whieh the Soviet Union is participating, 
I venture to quote below a passage from the Moscow 
IZVESTIYA, Noe 152, Thursday, July 2, 1936, for what 
interest it may present to you, and without knowing 
what information has been sent to you from Moscow. 

This exoerpt, the entire latter portion of an 
editorial in the officiel organ of the Soviet Govern- 
ment, is also of considerable interest in another 
connection. It is the first statement in the Soviet 
press noted by this Legation even indirectly or by 
implication criticising Turkey. As you are aware, 
ever since the earliest days of the Soviet Union, 


support 
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support for Turkey, friendship for that sountry, and 
the cultivation of the closest possible economic re- 
lations have been perhaps the most consistent lines 
of Kremlin policy. 

The newspaper said: 


eevee eaeaase eae 


The draft of the new Straits treaty 
proposed by the Turkish delegation cannot, 
unfortunately, be called friendly to the 
U.S.SeRe, sinoe it does not take into ac- 
count the most legitimate interests of our 
country. The frontiers of the Soviet Union 
not only run through the Bleck Sea but also 
through the Baltic, and through the Pacifio 
and Arctic Oceans. It follows from this 
that the interests of the Military defense 
of the U.3.8.R. demand that it should be 
able to move its fleet from one sea to an- 
other according to necessity. This does 
not contravene the interests of Turkish 
seourity since, in the first plece, Turkey 
knows that one of the fundamentals of 
Soviet foreign policy is not only its 
refusal to entertain any expansionist in- 
tentions, but its special friendship for 
those peoples who up to that time (sic) 
were the objects of an imperialistic 
policy and may still become the objects 
of such a policy. Further, the Soviet 
Union recognizes without reserve the 
rights of Turkey to such a fortification 
of the Dardenelles and the Bosporus as is 
required by Turkish security. There is 
nothing in common between setting up any 
sort of difficulties in the way of the 
transit of Soviet ships-of-war from one 
sea to the other, and the interests of 


Turkey in the defense of its security. 


Thus 
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Thus, these hindrances /cean only be/ in 

the interests of the imperialistia powers 
hostile to the U.S.S.R.e The Japanese dele- 
gate showed this openly at the conference 
in Montreux. Japan, having no special in- 
terests in the Black or the Mediterranean 
seas, Opposes the legitimate rights of the 
U.S.eS.Re to move ita fleets from one sea 

to the other. The German imperialist press 
also shows this in its stetement that the 
U.S.S.Re is demanding special privileges 
for itself in the Black Sea. The Turkish 
attitude, which cannot be understood from 
the point of view of the military defense 
of Turkey itself, can only be understood 

as the result of pressure (brought to bear 
on Turkey) by powers inimical to the U.S.S.R- 
In this context, it is worth while to point 
out that--as we know from information re- 
ceived--one of the imperialistic powers 

hes elready received from Turkey the order 
for the construction of fortifications 
along the Straits which is an expression 
of an increased influence exercised by that 
state on Turkey. 


Only the presence of such influence 
Can explein the attempt to treat the U.S.5.R. 
and its interests in the Bleck Sea on a par 
with the interests of non-Slack Sea powers. 
What interests of the non-Black Sea powers 
is Turkey trying to protect when it mentions 
in ita draft thet the non-Black Sea powers 
are to be permitted to send exactly the 
same tonnage into the Blaek Sea as (it pro- 
poses) the Soviet Union can send out? The 
question is, for the “Soviet Union, one of 
safety of its frontiers. In speaking of 
the non-Black Sea powers, the Turkish pro- 
ject has s0 called “visits of courtesy” in 
view. We are very strong for courtesy in 
international relations, but how can such 
diverse things as courtesy and international 


security 
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security be put on a par? We will not 
raise here the spiteful question as to 
where and in what ports the lovers of 
courtesy ere to make these visits. It 
ig enough to point to this “putting on 
& par” to understend that what we have 
here is not a matter of courtesy but 
something entirely different. 


A number of imperialistic newspapers, 
for instance, the LONDON DaILY EXPRESS, 
maintained that the Turkish proposal is 
@ great victory for the U.S.S.R. This 
statement is intended to pull the wool 
over certain people's eyes. The Soviet 
Union considers that the Turkish project 
does not in any way satisfy its interests. 
The problem of the Straits can be settled 
either by declaring the Black Sea slosed 
or open. In the first case, no non-Black 
Sea power van have the right to introduce 
its vessels into thet sea. In the second 
case, non-Black Sea powers would have to 
be given the right to introduce their 
fleets into the Black Sea. If that be 
done, then the Black Sea powers cannot be 
forbidden the free movement of their 
fleets out of the Bleck Sea and in again. 
This can be arranged without doing violence 
either to Turkish interests or to the exe- 
cution of the (parts of the) Covenant of 
the League of Nations providing for mutual 
assistanoe by all members of the League of 
Nations in the case of an aggression. 


The French press and a part of the 
English press recognize this. It is enough 
to point out that one of the organs of the 
English Conservatives, TH& MORNING POST, 
wrote on June 25th: "It is easy to under- 
stand the desire of the U.S.5.R. to be 
free to move its naval units into the 


Mediterranean. 


Mediterranean. Our country has no 
interest in opposing this demand." Such 
@ position on the part of the English 
Conservative newspapers is based on the 
understanding that the U.S.S.Re, in de-~ 
fending ite own interests, is also strug- 
sling for the maintenance of universal 
peace. If all countries understand this, 
countries whose policies will determine 
the results of the new attempt to settle 
the Streits problem, an egreement can 
easily be reached, an agreement which 
will protect the security of all Black 
Sea powers and one which will be in ac- 
cord with the interests of universal 
peace. The attainment of such a result 
will most accord with the interests of 
Turkey itself, interests, which, in our 
Opinion, are closely bound up with the 
reinforcement of universal peace. 


The editorial on the same subjeot in LE JOURNAL 
DE MOSCOU, Noe 86, of June 30, 1936, discusses the 
matter in a most general way and without in any way 
reproaching Turkey. The JOURNAL DE MOSCOU, it will 
be remembered, began publication in Moscow at the 
very beginning of the Franco-“oviet repprochement 
and even before the negotiation of the Franco-Soviet 
Pact, and is intended primerily to appeal to French 
public opinion. 

Respectfully yours, 


Arthur Bliss Lane, 
American Minister. 
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The Honorable 


The Secretary of State, 


Washington, D. Ce 
Sir: 


I enclose a swmmary of Turkish Press comment on 


the Montreux Conference prepared by Ali Nyy Bey of the 
Embassy staff. 
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These comments, it will be observed, 


'Osel-8 1 ony 


at the outset strike a note of optimism not to say self 


righteousness. The procedure initiated by the Turks 


for abrogating the Lausanne Straits Convention, it was 
felt, could not fail to elicit an unusually conciliatory 
attitude on the part of the signatory powers, although, 


of course, a certain amount of trouble was anticipated 


from the U.S.S.R. and Italy. Within the past week there 


has been a sharp change in the tone of the Press, and the 
idea which is now being assidiously played up is that 


Turkey is fully justified in going ahead with the re-arming 
of the Straits if the conclusion of the proceedings at 


| 


Montreux 
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Montreux is to be unduly delayed by differences on 
matters concerning which Turkey is not primarily 
interested. General Indnii has recently on several 
occasions flown down from Ankara for consultation with 
the President of the Republic who is at present at his 
Florya villa, and within the past four days there has 
been a long meeting of the Council of Ministers. This 
activity may well indicate the preliminaries toa 
decision to re-arm the Straits in case a real impasse 
is reached at Montreux. The re-arming is after all 
the essential in the eyes of the Turks and if the attain- 
ing of this objective can be achieved, they would, I 
believe, be quite prepared to let the Anglo-Russian 
difference simmer indefinitely, particularly as in 
following this course it would be easier to avoid too 
close an alignment with either Power: whatever happens 
or does not happen, one thing is quite certain, that 
Turkey will spare no pains to avoid making a choice 
between the U.S.S.R. and England. A country which 
sincerely desires to be on friendly terms with all the 
great Powers but in close alliance with none of them is 
something of an anomaly in international affairs, but 
this is the program which Turkey has steadily pursued 
and which she is pursuing today. 


Respectfully yours, 


yA SeXy 


Enclosure: Je Ve A. MacMurray. 
1/ Summary of Turkish /Press 
Comment . 
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Enclosure to Despatch Nos {0 dated July 13, 1936, 
from the American Embassy at Istanbul, Turkey. 


TURKISH PRESS COMMENT ON THE MONTREUX CONFERENCE 


Se EE Re oo ee cee 


Complete optimism and absolute faith in the 
successful outcome of the Montreux Conference have been 
the characteristic features of the initial series of 
leading articles which appeared in the Turkish Press 
on the subject of the modification of the regime of 
the Straits. Undoubtedly, this boundless optimisn, 
refusing to foresee even the slightest difficulty, was 
primarily due to the Turkish Press representatives 
at Montreux who in their daily reports somewhat over- 
estimated the atmosphere of "sincere cordiality and 
understanding" in which the conference had opened. 

"No international conference has ever been characterized 
before by such a degree of benevolence and mutual 
accord" state practically all Turkish papers of June 22 
and 25, and without exception all find this situation 
most natural since "no sound person can insist ona 
continuation of the present unprotected status of 

the Straits at a time when every nation is bound to 

rely on its own force and strength for its territorial 
safety and integrity." (CUMHURIYET - June 22) 


"Not even the Straits Convention of Lausanne" 
states the SON POSTA of June 22, "meant to leave the 
Straits without protection....In fact France, Great 
Britain, Italy’ and Japan collectively.took upon them- 
selves the task of insuring the safety of the 
demilitarized zones along the Straits against all 
acts and threats of war.... But recent developments 
have clearly shown that this collective guarantee is 
no longer operative." 


No doubt inspired by the note of the Turkish 
Government requesting a modification of the regime of 
the Straits, the above argument constitutes the leit- 
motiv of all articles expounding the reasons for the 
remilitarization of the Straits. It is a remarkable 
fact that this point which at the present time 
constitutes the principal basis on which Turkey's 
claim is founded, had never before been utilized 
by the Turkish Press among the many arguments brought 
forward in the past in favor of the fortification of 
the Straits. 


"The Manchurian affair and the recent Abyssinian 
conflict" points out the CUMHURIYET of June 22, "totally 
preclude any effective collaboration between the four 
great powers which undertook at Lausanne to defend the 
demilitarized Straits against all aggression... Hence 
the remilitarization of these zones has become imperative. 
But a fortification of the Straits should not be mis- 
construed _as their closure... On the contrar Turkey is 
far from desiring to check in any way freedom of transit 


and navigation... but" it is" obvious that this freedom ~~ 


can better dé insured if the Straits are well protected 
rather than if they are exposed to the mercy of the ~~ 
see eee, ‘68SOre..." Rererring especially to the 

latest devélopnents in military aviation and the estab-~ 
lishment and extension of certain naval bases in the 
Mediterranean, the SON POSTA also considers the fortifica- 


tion of the Straits as an imperative need "both for the 


safety 


(» 
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safety of the freedom of passage as well as for the 
safety of Turkey". 


.. On June 25, the Isading article of the 
CUMHURIYET draws a parallel between the conferences 
at Montreux and the meeting of the League of Nations 
at Geneva taking place simultaneously. "Nothing" 
states the editor of this journal, "proves more 
convincingly and eloquently the justness and timeliness 
of Turkey's claim...than the desperate efforts of the 
League aiming at liquidating and disentangling the 
present chaotic international situation...and nothing 
contributes more to international conflicts than the 
existence of weak states... Consequently a strong and 
invulnerable Turkey is undoubtedly an addition to 
world peaceess.e"s 


Falih Rifki Atay, in the ULUS of June 23, expresses 
amore or less similar opinion. He, namely, states in 
the leading article of this journal: "The important 
role which the Near East plays in the peace of the world 
is generally conceded... The security of the Straits 
constitutes one of the fundamental pillars of peace and 
order in the Near East.... Recent international develop- 
ments which have cost the independence of a whole country 
have clearly shown that the guarantees given at Lausanne 
regarding the safety of the Straits are purely hypothetical... 
Turkey's desire now is to render the security of the 
Straits real and concrete...." 


The course which Turkey took in order to obtain 
a change in the regime of the Straits laid down at 
Lausanne, also constitutes one of the main points brought 
out with strength by the entire Turkish Press. All 
papers uniformly point out that by not following the 
method of unilaterally denouncing international agree-~ 
ments, “a policy very much in fashion nowadays", Turkey 
has given conclusive proof of its faithful adherence to 
international pacts and obligations. The firm conviction 
is generally expressed in this connection that this 
correct attitude of Turkey will favorably influence the 
development of negotiations at Montreux. 


The atmosphere of boundless optimism which prevailed 
throughout the Turkish Press at the beginning of the 
Conference received its first setback about June 26, when 
more definite news was received concerning Italy's 
attitude towards the Conference and the criticisms 
formulated especially by Soviet Russia on the Turkish 
project which formed the basis of deliberations during 
the first part of the Conference, 


Falih Rifki Atay in the ULUS of June 26, conmment- 
ing on Italy's attitude states: "The contentions of 
certain Italian newspapers to the effect that Turkey 
desires to fortify the Straits merely because she appre- 
hends ~ without any grounds = an attack coming from a 
Mediterranean country, is totally devoid of foundation... 


Turkey 


or 


Turkey has seriously brought up the question of the 
Straits only after the recent incidents which clearly 
show that much faith can not be placed on international 
guarantees... As far as Italy's unwillingness to parti- 
cipate in the Montreux Conference is concerned, we can 
only express the sincere desire to see Italy repre- 
sented at this important international meeting as soon 
as practicable...but we wish to remind this country 

of the irrefutable fact that the Turkish nation will 
absolutely stand no delay and procrastination in a 
vital question such as the safety of the Straits." 


Replying in greater detail to the Italian objec- 
tions, Abidin Daver in the CUMHURIYET of June 27, 
states as follows: "Firstly, the Montreux Conference is 
not premature as claimed by the Italian Press. The 
fact that eight of the nine states have accepted the 
invitation to Montreux constitutes in our mind a con- 
clusive reply to the above objection. Furthermore, the 
question of the Straits, constituting a problem which 
concerns Turkey more than any other country, we are ina 
better situation than Italy to decide when this question 
should be settled. Unfortunately we can not wait, as 
suggested by the Italians, for a clarification of the 
international situation...because of the complications 
which at any moment may come up during this process of 
clarification..." 


"Secondly, it is obviously true that an important 
Mediterranean question should not be discussed and settled 
without the participation of one of the principal 
Mediterranean powers...but what prevents Italy from 
taking part in the Montreux Conference? There exists 
hardiy any connection between Montreux and Geneva. 
Furthermore, there is no Abyssinian delegate sitting at 
Montreux... Obstruction in such an important question 
is hardly admissible..." 


"thirdly, Italy intimates that she is not going 
to recognize the final decisions of a conference in which 
she does not participate... As pointed out above Italy's 
non=-participation is entirely due to her... On the other 
hand, there can be hardly anything unacceptable to Italy 
in the resolutions of a conference attended by France, 
Great Britain, Greece, et cetera..." 


"Finally, Turkey's desire to see the Straits forti- 
fied is not due to a fear of an attack from Italy. In 
fact, the militarization of the Straits is not directed 
agginst any specific country... The reasons for which 
Turkey wishes to modify the regime of the Straits have 
been clearly exposed in the Turkish notee.. May we 
remind our Italian colleagues that the Italian reply 
to this note was not negative...?" 


The TAN of June 26, likewise points out that there 
exists no direct relation whatsoever between the Montreux 
Conference and the meetings at Geneva and states:. 


"Japan 


a 


A) 


ade 


"Japan is taking an active part in the Montreux 
Conference despite the fact that she is no longer a 
member of the League of Nations...why should therefore 
Italy not participate in this Conference....2" 


All articles commenting on the above matter 
point out, however, without using too strong a language, 
that Italy's attitude towards the Montreux Conference 
is hardly fair and just...but that it will in no way 
keep Turkey from following the definite course which 
she has taken in the question of the Straits. 


With reference to the objections of the Russian 
delegate "wishing to make of the Black Sea a closed 
inland sea while assuring the Russian fleet full liberty 
of passage" and to certain articles in the Russian Press 
accusing Turkey of neglecting Russian interests in the 
elaboration of the project presented to the Conference, 
the Turkish papers more or less uniformly express the 
following opinion: “The Russian accusation is certainly 
not justified... Turkey's principal aim in modifying 
the regime of the Straits is to obtain its remilitarization 
and thus to insure the safety of the countryeee. While 
advancing this point she would have hardly committed the 
mistake of taking an impartial stand... In fact, certain 
privileges have been accorded in the Turkish project to 
the countries bordering the Black Sea... The principal 


question, however, is the fortification of the Straits, 


and there can not be the slightest doubt that Turco- 
Russian relations will benefit by ite..." 


The ULUS of July 4, uses more or less a similar 
language: "There exists no Straits question between 
Turkey and Soviet Russia.... What is being discussed at 
Montreux are questions of detail... Both Turkey and 
Russia have in the near past bitterly suffered from the 
consequences of unfortified Straits... It is therefore 
to the interest of both countries that a definite and 
firm control be established over these waterways... 
Questions of detail should therefore not be misconstrued 
to make them look like differences of major importance." 


In fact as days go by and the news from Montreux 
becomes less encouraging principally due to the im- 
possibility of reconciling Anglo-Soviet views concerning 
the passage of warships, the Turkish Press seems to be more 
and more inclined to make a distinct difference between 
(a) the fortification of the Straits and (b) the modalities 
of passage through the Straits. 


In the CUMHURIYET of July 5, Yunus Nadi openly 
states: "The question which interests Turkey primarily 
and principally is the remilitarization of the Straits... 
and this necessity has been publicly admitted by the 
interested States by accepting the invitation to Montreux... 
and by adopting the Turkish project as the basis of 
discussions at the Conference...Consequently the two 
major difficulties, namely, the free passage of warships 
and the non-recognition by Italy of the final resolttions, 
can in no way affect Turkey's legitimate right to 
fortify and defend the Straits... Should the delegates 
at Montreux fail to come to an understanding in the 
matter of the tonnage of warships which may freely pass 


the 
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the Straits, there is no reason to delay the fortifica- 
tion of the now demilitarized zones... Both questions 
should be separated..." 


Manifesting irritation and impatience at the 
presentation of a new project by Great Britain and the 
inability of the powers to come to an agreement in the 
matter of determining the tonnage of war vessels which 
are to enjoy free passage, "a question which interests 
Turkey in a secondary degree..." the CUMHURIYET of 
July 7, in a more or less threatening tone states: 

"We can fortify the Straits and without detriment to 
the peace of the world regulate ourselves the passage 
of warships better than any treaty... Nevertheless, 
although absolutely reasonable and fully justified, 

we do not desire that the labyrinth of negotiations at 
Montreux should lead to such a one-sided solution of 
the matter..." 


Another article in the same journal gravely de- 
\clares: "We hope that the Powers will not oblige us 
;to depart from the correct course which we have taken 
‘for the solution of such a vital questiom..." 


In another page of the CUMHURIYET of June 5, 
Abidin Daver expresses doubt as to the practicability 
of the policy followed by Turkey in the Straits question. 
"The difficulties shown to us at Montreux" states 


Abidin Daver, "would seem to indicate that the most 


a 


practical course to be adopted for the solution of such 
questions..is the policy followed successfully by Germany..." 


The SON POSTA of June 9, in prominent headings asks: 
"Are We Being Penalized For Our Gentlemanlike Action?" 
and goes on as follows: "If the Powers interpret as a 
sign of weakness our desire to have the Straits question 
settled by an international conference...they are greatly 
mistaken. The Turkish soldier who has torn to pieces 
the Treaty of Sevres, is today stronger than ever beforee.." 


The CUMHURIYET of July 10, bitterly complains about 
the slow progress of the Conference and states: "The 
delegates at Montreux have successfully managed to trans- 
form the Straits question, which essentially is a question 
of the security of the Turkish State, into a tBlack Sea’ 
Question!... Who is to rule over the Black Sea...? An 
endless question which since 1700 has undergone various 
phases and never found a solution.e.. Since the Conference 
has now assumed the nature of a struggle between Great 
Britain and Soviet Russia for the hegemony of the Black 
Sea.eeits outcome is most doubtful. Under these circum- 
stances there is only one thing left for us: Fortify 
the Straits and let our friends Great Britain and Soviet 
Russia leisurely continue their fight..." 


"We wish to point out again that the most vital 
point for us in the Straits question is the full and un- 
limited recognition of Turkish sovereignty over the zone 
of the Straits, namely the abolition of the demilitarized 
zonese.. If they refuse to grant us this legitimate 
demand...we can follow in the footsteps of the Germans." 


The 
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The only article of consequence which appeared 
in the Turkish Press on the future of the Straits 
Commission was a reply by Abidin Daver (CUMHURIYET - July 3) 
to certain articles in the British Press in favor of 
the maintenance of the above commission: "The principal 
function of the Straits Commission" states this author, 
"4s to insure the non-violation of especially the pro- 
visions of the Straits Convention of Lausanne relating to 
the passage of war vessels and aircraft, Turkey having 
refused to assume any responsibility in this matter, the 
Straits having been demilitarized. Since the Straits 
will now be fortified it will be Turkey's task to see 
that the provisions of the new agreement are not violated 
by any state." 


"As for the second function of the Straits Commission, 
namely that of reporting eventual changes in the tonnage 
of the fleets of the Black Sea States, such reporting will 
no longer be necessary since according to the project 
for the new Convention the limit of the tonnage of war 
vessels which may freely pass the Straits will no longer 
be variable but will remain fixed." 


"It will be easily realized from the foregoing that 
the Straits Commission forms an integral part of the 
Straits Convention of Lausanne and that consequently it 
will normally have to cease to exist with the abrogation 
of the said Convention. 
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DBPARIMENT OF STATE 
NS The Secretary of State, 


Washington. 
NEAR EASTERN 


Sir: Pa 


‘gab. vf (S 
tar ‘Ie’ ‘Vie. Titulescu's speech at Geneva (despatch No. 
A 109 of July 10, 1936) won generous applause in his 
“home press, his speech at the Straits Conference at 
joint on July 9, 1936, seems, I have the honor to 
report, to have virtually “brought down the house." 
One may naturally assume that the press has had its 
promptings from the Foreign Office, but the apparent 
tone of spontaneity and the varied methods of expression 


indicate whole-hearted approval anf genuirm praise in > 


ii 


the different sections of the press. 


Ci 


Mr. Titulescu's opportunity came when the British 
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sical opposed the draft of Article XXIII of the new 


Straits 
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Straits Convention proposed by Mr. Litvinov whereby 

the Convention would be interpreted as in no way inter- 
fering with passage of ships of war through the 

Straits in fulfillment of regional pacts of assistance 
concluded within the framework of the League of Nations, 
that is, as supplements to the League Covenant. 

Seeing in the British proposal a threat to his 
system of alliances whereby Rumania would receive aid 
in case of war, Mr. Titulescu, posing a future si tuation 
in which the Council might be divided on the question 
as to who was the aggressor, asked the British delegation 
where his Balkan Pact would stand, with special reference 
to Turkey and Rumania, if regional accords were not 
taken into consideration. He asked far a definite state- 
ment as to Great Britain's position in regard to such 
accords and stated that this point was one of vital 
interest to Rumania. Making particularly warm reference 
to “his friend," Rustu Arras, he spoke of Rumania and 
Turkey as forming, today, one country. 

A full translation of Mr. Titulescu's remarks as 
given in the French-language newspaper L' INDEPENDANCE 
ROUMAINE (Bucharest) of July 11, 1936, is attached hereto. 

From among the numerous enthusiastic commentaries 
appearing in the local press the following excerpts 
may be quoted as being exemplary: 

"This was not only an oratorical duel, 

but it was one of the most beautiful that 

we have ever witnessed, one of the duels in 

which the subtle dialectics of Mr. N. Titulescu, 

coupled with his profound knowledge of the 
problems which he attacks and his excellent 
mastery of the rostrum, have made of him, once 
again, the victor of the day. 

"Tf Mr. Titulescu had needed to put him- 
self in the limelight, his speech of yesterday 
would have sufficed. A single discourse like 


that 


wild 


that pronounced yesterday by Mr. Titulescu wonld 
amply suffice to place a statesman in the first 
ranks. And for our compatriot this is not the 
first one!" LE MOMENT (independent, in French), 
July 12, 1936. 


"The debate at Montreux brought forth yes-~ 
terday, on the part of Mr. N. Titulescu, a 
spirited intervention marked by a judicial and 
political subtlety of great significance. .. 


"This was a success not only for Mr. Titu- 
lescu but for all the work for peace that Humania 
and her allies have followed so perseveringly and 
with so much sacrifice." L'INDEPENDANCE ROUMAINE 
(French official organ of National Liberal Party), 
July 11, 1936. 


" Once again it has been proved, at Montreux, 
that the diplomatic and oratorical genius of Mr. 
Titulescu is equaled only by the authority with 
which he defends the interests of the country and 
the cause of international peace." LUPTA (National 
Peasant), as quoted in AGENCE RADOR of July 11, 1936. 


"The British press is. . .full of admiration 
for the manner in which our delegate defended the 
interests of his country." EPOCA (official organ 
of Conservative Party of Gr. Filipescu), as quoted 
in AGENCE RADOR of July 11, 1936. 


An article in THE TIMMS (London) of July 10th refers 
to the incident at Montreux on the preceding day as a 
"breeze" and outlines the British position as follows: 


"These criticisms of the British attitude 
seem to be based on the idea that Great Britain 
last year specifically approved the Franco-Soviet 
Pact, agreed that if was consonant with the 
League Covenant, and also approved of a decision 
of The Hague Court being sought if necessary, 
while she has at Geneva supported the theory of 
regional and mutual assistance pacts. 


"The British contention is that the over- 
riding obligations of the Covenant should not be 
extended to pacts concluded within the framework 
of the League that would operate in advance of 
the decision of the League Comoil, especially 
pacts to which Turkey is not a party. If Turkey 
had to discriminate between belligerents under 
some agreement to which she was not a party, and 
even between belligerents who were not signatories 


of 


wh 


of the new Straits Convention, her position-- 
this is the British view--would be extremely 
difficult." 


Respectful yours, 


Ma 


Enclosure: 

1. Full translation of Mr, Titulescu's remarks 
at Straits Conference at Montreux on July 9, 
1936 as given in L' INDEPENDANCE ROUMAINE of 
July 11, 1936. 
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In Translation from L'Independence Enclosure Nowl to Despatch 

Roumain (French Official Organ of No. 110 dated July 13,1936 

Liberal Party) of July 11, 1936. from the American Legation 
at Bucharest, Rumania. 


FULL TRANSLATION 


Titulesoa's Speech at Montreux, July 9, 1936 
Regarding British Stand on Litvinov Proposal. 


=-O00= 

I have come among you to support the draft prepared 
by the Soviet delegation and to say that in the special 
case of Rumania there exist special reasons why this 
draft should be accepted. 

If I refer to the text presented by the british de- 
legation, I find that all assistance arising by virtue 
of a regional pact is excluded and I must look at things 
from the point of view of assistance prescribed, by 
unanimous vote, by the League of Nations: In other words, 
I must contemplate a theoretical case, because if unani- 
mity has worked once in the Italo-Ethiopian case, I do 
not know if it will wrk a second time. I fear that we 
might find ourselves faced with divided voices in the 
bosom of the League of Nations. . 

The problem I place before ym I present direstly, 
With all the responsibility which accrues to my mission. 

I am supposing that the council is divided on the 
question as to who is the aggressor. Do you. believe 
that:I would encounter the least difficulty in asking 
my friend Rusta: Arras to respect his regional engage- 
ments? Leaving aside the friendship of Ruste. arras, 
--- prime regional engagement -- the british delegation 
sets aside the Balkan Pact and that I am unable to accept. 


By virtue of the Balkan Pact Turkey owes me assistance, 


whatever 
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whatever country might attack me conjointly with a 
Balkan country, and you desire, Gentlemen,of the 
British delegation, that I renounce today the fruits 
of a labor which is my own labor, along with the 

great labor of my colleagues, a labor on which I pride 
myself in international life? What rank would the 
Balkan Pact hold between Turkey and myself if ee 
aside the other regional accords? 

I put this question clearly to the British dele- 
gation. 

But aside from the Balkan Pact, I have also pacts 
of mutual assistance, registered With the League of 
Nations, and a pact between France and Rumania. can 
you imagine for an instant that Turkey would be able 
to assume the responsibility of rendering this pact 
of alliance between France and Rumania ineffective? 

It is my opinion that when there is question of 
an act of the League of Nations, it is your duty to 
place on an equal basis all acts that the Covenant envisages: 
that which article XVI prescribes, that is to say, that 
which requires unanimity of voices in the Council, that 
Which arises by virtue of a regional accord (art.XXIII) 
and, since all regional accords are made chiefly in the 
light of paragraph 7 of Article XV, all existing region- 
al assistance, for the reason that you would not be able 
to apply the Covenant of the League of Nations in its 
entirety if you apply only article XVI, leaving aside 
articles XXIII and XV, paragraph 7. 

The reform of the League of Nations has been men- 


tioned. I have accepted it in a limited fashion and 


my 
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my coileagues will bear witness that I did so only in 
order that this action be limited. But the question 
of regionalism, of mutual assistance, was raised. 

This is a British idea, very British. I pose to 
you, then, the question: How can this british regional- 
ism be reconciled with the right that you give to a coun- 
try to Senlade it 

It is readily understood that if I were ever to adopt 
a policy against Turkey, if my allies Were not also the 
allies of Turkey, the latter would have every right to 
prevent my allies from coming to my aid. 

But as I could not conceive a future in which Rumania 
will not be linked with Turkey, I ask the British repre- 
sentatives; By what right do you at Montreux prevent the 
operation of the regional security which ym extolled at 
Geneva? 

That is the question which I ask. I await your re- 


sponse. 


(The British delegate replied promptly that he had 
not wished to discuss at that tinue the details of the 
Litvinov amendment but that by way of courtesy for the 
Rumanian Minister of Foreign Affairs, he was able to 
indicate that Great Britain is ready to take under con- 
sideration any formula that might enlarge the scope of 
application of Article XXIII of the Covenant so as to safe- 
guard Turkey's obligations under the Balkan Pact. Mr 


Titulesco again took the floor.) 


I wish to thank the British delegate for his statement 
but I permit myself to express surprise that he has not 


based 
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based it on something other than the courtesy which we 
owe to each other When I am expressing here a vital in- 
terest, so vital that my country oan not overlook it. 

Let us k not forget that our war of 1916 was hinder- 
ed by the closing of the Straits. It is true that when 
Turkey was not in our camp I did everything possible to 
bring Rumania and Turkey together and I am able to affirm 
conscientiously that today Turkey and Rumania form but a 
single country. 

But, 1f one speaks of courtesy when it is a question 
of a vital interest, it seems to me that the reference is 
inadequate when we are called here to achieve a general 
entente. 

If I have correctly followed the thovght of the British 
delegate it seems that he has Proposed that we except, or 
rather add an exception to, these articles of the pact of 
assistance of Turkey. That would cover the Balkan Pact. 

But there are other paots of assistance concluded 
among the reparian States to which Turkey is not a party. 

I have mentioned especially the pact which binds me to 
France. Never will Rumania accept a decision which would 
put an end to French assistance coming by land or by sea 
in view of a convention concluded between us. 

For this reason you will allow me to conolude with 
a word of appreciation addressed to my friend Rustu. arras. 
He Was much more considerate (large, desireux) than the 
representative of Great Britain. He did not invoke reasons 
of courtesy. 

He said that everything which concerns my country will 


be given special consideration. 


Dear 
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Dear Arras, I thank you with all my heart. I lpave 
Montreux at this time oarrying to my oountry this word 
of friendship from you. 
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fhe Dardanelles. 


The Dardanelles 414 not afford such plain salling 
to the Montreux Conference as was prophesied. That 
optimism had been excessive was shown by the differences 
which appeared between Great Britain and Russia. They 
arome out of the proposals for the passage of the 
straits by warships in war-time, and for the use of 
the Black sea by warships in peace-time. The 
debated points were complicated by the principles 


they/ 


they represented. While the British delegation 
stood for the right of a belligerent to find his 
enemy where he could and go for him, the Russian 
wanted to keep out belligerents altogether. Other 
trouble concerned the status of the Franeco-Soviet 
Pact. From Angora meanwhile cane reports of 
Yurkish dissatisfaction with the Sritish Draft 
convention. & serious drawback to progress was 
the absense from the Conference of Germany and Italy. 
It is understood thet the British delegation has been 
seeking fresh instructions over the past weekend; 
and this afternoon in the House of Commons Mr. Baldwin 
stated that, in the opinion of the British Government, 
there was no reason why the speedy conclusion of a new 
Straits convention need be prejudiced in any way by 
the unilateral and provisional aasurances recently 
given to certain vediterranean Powers. 

(See Kmbassy's despatches Nos. 2349, July 11, and 
2550, July 135, 1936}. 
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e the honor to refer to paragraph 1 of my telegram 


eae 298 of ee 23, 5 p.m, in regard to the Montreux Conference 


on the régime of the Straits, and to enclose a copy in French 
of the Convéntion which was signed on July 20 at Montreux as 
well as a corrigendum of this document, The Convention is at 
present available in Geneva only in French, and the enclosed 
copy is the only one I have so far been able to procure, a 
text will presumably shortly be published in English by a 
British and possibly other governments, oS 
Respectfully yours, 
i. lin i | + tet 
Prentiss B, Gilbert, 
American Consul. 


i 
Enclosures: 


No. 1 - Copy of Straits Convention (French text) 
No. 2 — Corrigendum to above, 


Original and five copies to the Department of State 
One copy to the American Legation, Bern 
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CONCERNANT 


LE REGIME DES DETROITS 


SIGNEE A MONTREUX 


LE VINGT JUILLET 1936 


LAUSANNE 
IMPRIMERIES REUNIES S. A. 
1936 


CONVENTION 
CONCERNANT LE REGIME DES DETROITS, 
SIGNEE A MONTREUX, 
LE VINGT JUILLET 1936 


SA MAJESTE LE ROI DES BULGARES, LE PRESI- 
DENT DE LA REPUBLIQUE FRANCAISE, SA MAJESTE 
LE ROI DE GRANDE-BRETAGNE, D’IRLANDE ET DES 
TERRITOIRES BRITANNIQUES AU DELA DES MERS, 
EMPEREUR DES INDES, SA MAJESTE LE ROI DES 
HELLENES, SA MAJESTE L’EMPEREUR DU JAPON, 
SA MAJESTE LE ROI DE ROUMANIE, LE PRESIDENT 
DE LA REPUBLIQUE TURQUE, LE COMITE CENTRAL 
EXECUTIF DE L’UNION DES REPUBLIQUES SOVIETI- 
QUES SOCIALISTES, ET SA MAJESTE LE ROI DE YOUGO- 
SLAVIE ; 


Animés du désir de régler le passage et la navigation dans 
le détroit des Dardanelles, la Mer de Marmara et le Bosphore, 
compris sous la dénomination générale de « Détroits », de 
maniére a sauvegarder, dans le cadre de la sécurité de la Turquie 
et de la sécurité, dans la Mer Noire, des Etats riverains, le prin- 
cipe consacré par l’article 23 du Traité de paix signé 4 Lausanne 
le 24 juillet 1923 ; 


os ye 


Ont résolu de substituer la présente Convention 4 la Conven- 
tion signée a Lausanne le 24 juillet 1923 et ont désigné pour 
leurs Plénipotentiaires, savoir : 


SA MAJESTE LE ROI DES BULGARES : 


M. le Docteur Nicolas P. NicoLtarv, Ministre plénipo- 
tentiaire, Secrétaire général du Ministére des Affaires 
étrangéres et des Cultes ; 


M. Pierre NeEicov, Ministre plénipotentiaire, Directeur des 
Affaires politiques au Ministére des Affaires étrangéres 
et des Cultes. 


LE PRESIDENT DE LA REPUBLIQUE FRANCAISE : 


M. Paut-Boncour, Sénateur, Délégué permanent de la 
France a la Société des Nations, Chevalier de la Légion 
d’Honneur ; 


»M. Henri Ponsot, Ambassadeur extraordinaire et pléni- 
potentiaire de la République frangaise 4 Ankara, ‘Grand 
Officier de la ee d’Honneur. 


SA MAJESTE LE ROI DE GRANDE BRETAGNE, D’IR- 
LANDE ET DES TERRITOIRES BRITANNIQUES 
AU DELA DES MERS, EMPEREUR DES INDES : 


POUR LA GRANDE BRETAGNE ET L’IRLANDE DU NORD 
ET TOUTES LES PARTIES DE L’EMPIRE BRITANNIQUE 
QUI NE SONT PAS INDIVIDUELLEMENT MEMBRES DE 
LA SOCIETE DES NATIONS : 


Le Trés Honorable Lord STaNtey, M.C., M.P., Secrétaire 
parlementaire 4 Son Amirauté ; 
POUR. LE COMMONWEALTH D’AUSTRALIE: 


Le Trés Honorable Stanley Melbourne Bruce, C.H., M.C., 
Haut-Commissaire du Commonwealth d’Australie 4 Lon- 
dres ; 


oo 
SA MAJESTE LE-ROI DES HELLENES : 


M. Nicolas Po.itis, Envoyé extraordinaire et Ministre pléni- 
potentiaire de Gréce 4 Paris, ancien Ministre des Affaires 
étrangéres ; 


SA MAJESTE L’EMPEREUR DU JAPON : 


M. Naotake Sato, Jusammi, Grand-Cordon de l’Ordre du 
Soleil-Levant, Ambassadeur extraordinaire et plénipo- 
tentiaire a Paris ; 


M. Masa-aki Horra, Jushii, Deuxiéme Classe de l’Ordre 
du Soleil-Levant, Envoyé extraordinaire et Ministre 
plénipotentiaire 4 Berne ; 


SA MAJESTE LE ROI DE ROUMANIE : 


M. Nicolas TiruLesco, Ministre Secrétaire d’Etat au Dépar- 
tement des Affaires étrangéres ; 


M. Constantin Conrzesco, Ministre plénipotentiaire, Délégué 
de la Roumanie aux Commissions européenne et inter- 
nationale du Danube ; 


M. Vespasien PELLA, Envoyé extraordinaire et Ministre 
plénipotentiaire 4 La Haye ; 


LE PRESIDENT DE LA REPUBLIQUE TURQUE : 


M. Rvst& Aras, Ministre des Affaires étrangéres, député 
d’Izmir ; 

M. Suad Davas, Ambassadeur extraordinaire et a 
tiaire de Ja République turque a Paris ; 


M. Numan MENEMENCIOGLU, Ambassadeur de Turquie, Secré- 
taire général du Ministére des Affaires étrangéres ; 


M. Asim GuNpbuz, Général de Corps d’Armée, Sous-Chef 
de |’Etat-Major général ; 


M. Necmeddin Sapax, Délégué permanent de Turquie auprés 
de la Société des Nations, Député de Sivas ; 
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LE COMITE CENTRAL EXECUTIF DE L’UNION DES 
REPUBLIQUES SOVIETIQUES SOCIALISTES : 


M. Maxime Litvinorr, Membre du Comité Central Exécutif 
de l’Union des Républiques soviétiques socialistes, Com- 
missaire du Peuple aux Affaires étrangéres. 


SA MAJESTE LE ROI DE YOUGOSLAVIE : 


M. le Docteur Ivan Soussotitcu, Délégué permanent du 
Royaume de Yougoslavie prés la Société des Nations. 


Lesquels, aprés avoir exhibé leurs pleins pouvoirs, reconnus 
en bonne et due forme, sont convenus des dispositions suivantes : 


Article premier. 


Les Hautes Parties contractantes reconnaissent et affirment 
le principe de la liberté de passage et de navigation par mer 
dans les Détroits. 

L’usage de ladite liberté est dorénavant réglé par les dispo- 
sitions de la présente convention. 


Section I. 


NAVIRES DE COMMERCE 


Article 2. 


En temps de paix, les navires de commerce jouiront de la 
complete liberté de passage et de navigation dans les Détroits, 
de jour et de nuit, quels que soient le pavillon et le chargement, 
sans aucune formalité, sous réserve des dispositions de l'article 3 
ci-aprés. Aucune taxe ou charge autre que celles dont la perception 
est prévue par l’annexe I a la présente convention ne sera prélevée 


a: ee 


par les autorités turques sur ces navires lorsqu’ils passeront en 
transit sans faire escale dans un port des Détroits. 

Afin de faciliter la perception de ces taxes ou charges, les 
navires de commerce qui franchiront les Détroits feront connaitre 
aux agents du poste visé A l’article 3 leurs nom, nationalité, 
tonnage, destination et provenance. 

Le pilotage et le remorquage restent facultatifs. 


Article 3. 


Tout navire qui pénétre dans les Détroits par la Mer Egée 
ou par la Mer Noire s’arrétera 4 un poste sanitaire prés de l’entrée 
des Détroits aux fins du contrdle sanitaire établi par les régle- 
ments tures dans le cadre des prescriptions sanitaires interna- 
tionales. Ce contréle, dans le cas de navires possédant une patente 
nette de santé ou présentant une déclaration de santé attestant 
qu’ils ne tombent pas sous le coup des dispositions de l’alinéa 2 
du présent article, s’effectuera de jour et de nuit, avec le plus de 
rapidité possible, et ces navires ne devront étre astreints 4 aucun 
autre arrét au cours de leur passage dans les Détroits. 

Les navires qui ont a bord des cas de peste, de choléra, de 
fiévre jaune, de typhus exanthématique ou de variole, ou qui 
en ont eu moins de sept jours auparavant, ainsi que les navires 
qui ont quitté un port contaminé depuis moins de cinq fois 
vingt-quatre heures, s’arréteront au poste sanitaire indiqué a 
Yalinéa précédent pour y embarquer les gardes sanitaires que 
les autorités turques pourraient désigner. Il ne sera, a ce titre, 
prélevé aucune taxe ou charge et les gardes devront étre débarqués 
a un poste sanitaire 4 la sortie des Détroits. 


Article 4. 


En temps de guerre, la Turquie n’étant pas_belligérante, 
les navires de commerce, quels que soient le pavillon et le charge- 
ment, jouiront de la liberté de passage et de navigation dans 
les Détroits dans les conditions prévues aux articles 2 et 3. 

Le pilotage et le remorquage restent facultatifs. 
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Article 5. °° 


En temps de guerre, la Turquie étant belligérante, les navires 
de commerce n’appartenant pas 4 un pays en guerre avec la 
Turquie jouiront de la liberté de passage et de navigation dans 
les Détroits 4 condition de n’assister en aucune fagon l’ennemi. 

Ces navires entreront de jour dans les Détroits et le passage 
devra s’effectuer par la route qui sera, dans chaque cas, indiquée 
par les autorités turques. 


Article 6. 


Au cas ot la Turquie s’estimerait menacée d’un danger de 
guerre imminent, il continuerait néanmoins A étre fait application 
des dispositions de l’article 2 sauf que les navires devraient 
entrer de jour dans les Détroits et le passage devrait s’effectuer 
par la route qui serait, dans chaque cas, indiquée par les autorités 
turques. . 


Le pilotage pourrait, dans ce cas, étre rendu obligatoire, 
mais sans rétribution. 


Article 7. 


Le terme « navires de commerce » s’applique a tous les navires 
qui ne sont pas visés par la Section II de la présente Convention. 


Section II. 


BATIMENTS DE GUERRE 


Article 8. 


Aux fins de la présente Convention, la définition applicable 
aux batiments de guerre et A leurs spécifications ainsi qu’au 
calcul des tonnages est celle qui figure dans l’annexe III a la 
présente Convention. 
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Article 9. 


Les batiments auxiliaires de la marine militaire spécifique- 
ment con¢us pour le transport des combustibles, liquides: ou 
non, ne seront pas astreints au préavis et n’entreront pas dans 
le calcul du tonnage soumis A limitation A condition de traverser 
les Détroits isolément. Toutefois ils demeureront assimilés ‘aux 
batiments de guerre en ce qui concerne les autres conditions de 
. passage. , 

Les batiments auxiliaires visés au précédent alinéa ne pourront 


bénéficier de la dérogation envisagée que si leur armement ne 
comporte pas : 


Comme artillerie contre objectifs flottants — plus de 
deux piéces d’un calibre de 105 mm. au maximum : 


Comme artillerie contre objectifs aériens — plus de deux 
matériels d’un calibre de 75 mm. au maximum. 


Article 10. 


En temps de paix, les batiments légers de surface, les petits 
navires de combat et les navires auxiliaires, qu’ils appartiennent 
a des Puissances riveraines ou non de la Mer Noire, quel que 
soit leur pavillon, jouiront de la liberté de passage dans les 
Détroits sans aucune taxe ou charge quelconque, pourvu qu’ils 
y pénétrent de jour et dans les conditions prévues aux articles 13 
et suivants ci-aprés. ’ 

Les batiments de guerre autres que ceux rentrant dans les 
classes visées 4 l’alinéa précédent n’auront le droit de passage 
que dans les conditions spéciales prévues aux articles 11 et 12. 


Article 11. 


Les Puissances riveraines de la Mer Noire sont autorisées 
a faire passer par les Détroits leurs batiments de ligne d’un 
tonnage supérieur a celui prévu a l’alinéa premier de l’article 14 
& la condition que ces batiments ne franchissent les Détroits 
qu'un a un, escortés au plus de deux torpilleurs. Ae 
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Article 12.: ; 

_ Les Puissances riveraines de la Mer Noire auront le droit de 
faire passer par les Détroits, en vue de rallier leur base, leurs 
sous-marins construits ou. achetés en dehors de cette mer, si 
un avis de mise en chantier ou d’achat a été donné en temps 
utile a la Turquie. - 

Les sous-marins appartenant auxdites Puissances outro 
également traverser les Détroits pour étre réparés dans des 
chantiers. situés hors de cette mer a la condition de donner en 
temps utile 4 la Turquie des précisions A ce sujet. 

Dans l'un et l’autre cas, les sous-marins devront naviguer 
de jour et en surface et traverser les Détroits isolément. 


Article 13. 


Pour le passage dans les Détroits des batiments de guerre, 
un préavis devra étre donné au Gouvernement turc par la -voie 
diplomatique. La durée normale du préavis sera de huit jours ; 
mais il est désirable que, pour les Puissances non riveraines 
de la Mer Noire, elle soit portée 4 quinze jours. Il sera indiqué 
dans le préavis la destination, le nom, le type et le nombre des 
batiments ainsi que la date de passage pour I’aller et, s'il y a 
lieu, pour le retour. Tout changement de date devra faire l’objet 
d’un préavis de trois jours. 

L’entrée dans les Détroits pour le passage d’aller devra 
avoir lieu dans un délai de cinq jours 4 partir de la date indi- 
quée dans le préavis initial. Aprés l’expiration de ce délai, il 
devra étre donné ‘un nouveau préavis, dans les mémes condi- 
tions que pour le préavis initial. 

Lors du passage, le commandant de la force navale com- 
muniquera, sans avoir 4 s’arréter, 4 une station de signaux a 
l’entrée des Dardanelles ou du Bosphore, la composition exacte 
de la force se trouvant sous ses ordres. 


Article 14. 


Le tonnage global maximum de toutes les forces navales 
étrangéres pouvant se trouver en cours de transit dans les 
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Détroits ne devra pas dépasser 15.000 tonnes, sauf dans les cas 
prévus a l’article 11 et a l’annexe IV. 

.. Toutefois, les forces visées 4 l’alinéa précédent ne devront 
pas comprendre plus de neuf bdtiments. 

Ne seront pas compris dans ce tonnage les batiments apparte- 
nant 4 des Puissances riveraines ou non riveraines de la Mer 
Noire qui, conformément aux dispositions de l’article 17, rendent 
visite 4 un port des Détroits. 

Ne seront pas davantage compris dans ce tonnage les bati- 
ments de guerre qui auraient subi une avarie lors de la traversée ; 
ces batiments se soumettront, pendant les réparations, aux 
dispositions spéciales de sécurité édictées par la Turquie. 


Article 15. 


Les batiments de guerre en transit dans les Détroits ne 
pourront, en aucun cas, utiliser les aéronefs dont ils seraient 
éventuellement porteurs. 


Article 16. 


Les batiments de guerre en transit dans les Détroits ne 
devront, sauf en cas d’avarie ou de fortune de mer, y séjourner 
au dela du temps nécessaire pour effectuer leur passage. 


Article 17. 


Les dispositions des articles précédents ne sauraient en 
aucune maniére empécher une force navale d’un tonnage et 
d’une composition quelconques de rendre, dans un port des 
Détroits, sur l’invitation du Gouvernement turc, une visite de 
courtoisie d’une durée limitée. Cette force devra quitter les 
Détroits par la méme route que celle suivie pour l’entrée, 4 moins 
qu’elle ne soit dans les conditions voulues pour passer en transit 
dans les Détroits, conformément aux dispositions des articles 10, 
14 et 18. 


Article 18. 


Le tonnage global.que les Puissances non riveraines de la Mer . 
Noire peuvent avoir dans cette mer en temps de paix est limité 
de la fagon suivante : 


a) Sauf dans le cas prévu au paragraphe b) du présent article, — 
le tonnage global desdites Puissances n’excédera pas un total 
de 30.000 tonnes ; 


b) Au cas ou, A un moment quelconque, le tonnage de la 
flotte la plus forte de la Mer Noire viendrait 4 dépasser d’au 
moins 10.000 tonnes celui de la flotte la plus forte en cette mer 
a la date de la signature de la présente Convention, le tonnage 
global de 30.000 tonnes mentionné au paragraphe a) sera majoré 
d’autant, jusqu’a concurrence d’un maximum de 45.000 tonnes. 
A cette fin, chaque Puissance riveraine communiquera, confor- 
mément a l’annexe IJ, au Gouvernement turc, le 1¢" janvier et 
le 1€7 juillet de chaque année, le tonnage global de sa flotte en 
Mer Noire, et le Gouvernement ture transmettra cette informa- 
_tion aux autres Hautes Parties contractantes ainsi qu’au 
Secrétaire général de la Société des Nations ; 


c) Le tonnage que l'une quelconque des Puissances non 
riveraines aura la faculté d’avoir en Mer Noire sera limité aux 
deux tiers du tonnage global, visé aux paragraphes a) et b) 
ci-dessus ; 


d) Toutefois, au cas ot une ou plusieurs Puissances non 
riveraines de la Mer Noire désireraient y envoyer, dans un but 
humanitaire, des forces navales, ces forces, dont l’ensemble. ne 
devra en aucune hypothése excéder 8.000 tonnes, seront admises 
a pénétrer dans la Mer Noire, sans le préavis prévu 4 l’article 13 
de la présente Convention, moyennant une autorisation obtenue 
du Gouvernement turc dans les conditions suivantes : si le tonnage 
global visé aux paragraphes a) et b) ci-dessus n’est pas atteint 
et ne doit pas étre dépassé par les forces dont l’envoi est demandé, 
le Gouvernement turc accordera ladite autorisation dans le plus 
bref délai aprés la réception de la demande dont il aura été saisi ; 
si ledit tonnage global se trouve étre déja utilisé ou s’il devait 
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étre dépassé par les forces dont l’envoi est demandé, le Gouver- 
nement turc donnera immédiatement connaissance de la demande 
d’autorisation aux autres Puissances riveraines de la Mer Noire 
et si ces Puissances, vingt-quatre heures aprés en avoir été infor- 
mées, n’y font pas d’objection, il fera savoir aux Puissances 
intéressées, au plus tard dans un délai utile de quarante-huit 
heures, la suite qu’il aura décidé de donner a leur demande. 

Toute entrée ultérieure en Mer Noire de forces navales des 
Puissances non riveraines ne s’effectuera que dans les limites 
disponibles du tonnage global visé aux paragraphes a) et b) 
ci-dessus ; 


e) Quel que soit l’objet de leur présence en Mer Noire, les 
batiments de guerre des Puissances non riveraines ne pourront 
pas y rester plus de vingt et un jours ; 


Article 19. 


En temps de guerre, la Turquie n’étant pas belligérante, 
les batiments de guerre jouiront d’une complete liberté de passage 
et de navigation dans les Détroits dans des conditions identiques 
a celles qui sont stipulées aux articles 10 a 18. 

Toutefois il sera interdit aux badtiments de guerre de toute 
Puissance belligérante de passer a travers les Détroits, sauf 
dans les cas rentrant dans l’application de l’article 25 dela 
présente Convention, ainsi que dans le cas d’assistance prétée 
a un Etat victime d’une agression en vertu d’un pacte d’assistance 
mutuelle engageant la Turquie, conclu dans le cadre du Pacte 
de la Société des Nations, enregistré et publié conformément 
aux dispositions de l’article 18 dudit Pacte. 

Dans les cas exceptionnels visés ci-dessus, ne seront pas 
applicables les limitations indiquées dans les articles 10 4 18. 

Malgré l’interdiction de passage édictée dans l’alinéa 2 ci- 
dessus, les batiments de guerre des Puissances_ belligérantes 
riveraines ou non de la Mer Noire, séparés de leurs pane d’attache, 
sont autorisés 4 rallier ces ports. 

Il est interdit aux batiments de guerre  pailistrante de 
procéder a toute capture, ‘d’exercer le droit. de visite et de se 
livrer a un acte hostile quelconque dans les Détroits. 
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Article 20. 


En temps de guerre, la Turquie étant belligérante, les dispo- 
sitions des articles 10 4 18 ne seront pas applicables ; le passage 
des batiments de guerre est entiérement laissé 4 la discrétion 
du Gouvernement turc. 


Article 21. 


Au cas ot la Turquie s’estimerait menacée d’un danger de 
guerre imminent, elle aurait le droit d’appliquer les dispositions 
de l’article 20 de la présente Convention, 

Les batiments de guerre qui, aprés avoir passé par les Détroits 
antérieurement a l’usage par la Turquie de la faculté que lui 
confére l’alinéa précédent, se trouveraient ainsi séparés de leurs 
ports d’attache, seront autorisés a rallier ces ports. Il est cepen- 
dant entendu que la Turquie pourra ne pas faire bénéficier de 
ce droit les batiments de 1’Etat dont ]’attitude aurait motivé 
l’application du présent article. . 

Si le Gouvernement ture fait usage de la faculté que lui 
confére l’alinéa premier ci-dessus, il adressera une notification 
a cet effet aux Hautes Parties contractantes ainsi qu’au Secrétaire 
général de la Société des Nations. 

Si le Conseil de la Société des Nations, par une majorité 
des deux tiers, décide que les mesures ainsi prises par la Turquie 
ne sont pas justifiées et si tel est également l’avis de la majorité 
des Hautes Parties contractantes signataires de la présente 
Convention, le Gouvernement ture s’engage A rapporter les 
mesures en question ainsi que celles qui auraient été prises en 
vertu de l’article 6 de la présente Convention. 


Article 22. 


Les batiments de guerre qui ont 4 bord des cas de peste, 
de choléra, de fiévre jaune, de typhus exanthématique ou de 
variole, ou qui en ont eu moins de sept jours auparavant, ainsi 
que les batiments qui ont quitté un port contaminé depuis moins 


oo 


de cing fois vingt-quatre heures devront passer les Détroits 
en quarantaine et appliquer par les moyens du bord les mesures 
prophylactiques nécessaires pour éviter toute possibilité de 
contamination des Détroits. 


Seetion Tl. 


AERONEFS 


Article 23, 


En vue d’assurer le passage des aéronefs civils entre la Médi- 
terranée et la Mer Noire, la Turquie indiquera, en dehors des 
zones interdites des Détroits, les routes aériennes destinées a 
ce passage ; les aéronefs civils pourront utiliser ces routes en 
donnant au Gouvernement turc, pour les survols occasionnels, 
un préavis de trois jours et, pour les survols de services réguliers, 
un préavis général des dates de passage. 

D’autre part, nonobstant la remilitarisation des Détroits, le 
Gouvernement turc fournira les facilités nécessaires pour le 
passage en toute sécurité des aéronefs civils, autorisés d’aprés 
la réglementation aérienne en vigueur en Turquie a survoler le 
territoire turc entre |’Europe et l’Asie. Pour les cas ou une auto- 
risation de survol aurait été accordée, la route a suivre dans la 
zone des Détroits sera périodiquement indiquée. 


Section IV. 
DISPOSITIONS GENERALES 


Article 24. 


Les attributions de la Commission internationale constituée en 
vertu de la Convention concernant le régime des Détroits en date 
du 24 juillet 1923 sont transférées au Gouvernement turc. 


ais WEE seks 


 Lé Gouvernement ture s’engage a réunir les statistiques st 
a. cei les: Pp iecteniars relatifs 4 l’application des articles 
V1, 32,':14 et 18,° 

Le Garvernninent turc doit veiller A l’exécution de toute 
disposition de la présente Convention ayant trait au passage 
des batiments de guerre dans les Détroits. 

Dés qu’il aura été avisé du prochain passage dans les Détroits 
d’une force navale étrangére, le Gouvernement turc fera con- 
naftre aux représentants A Ankara des Hautes Parties contrac- 
tantes, la composition de cette force, son tonnage, la date prévue 
pour son entrée dans les Détroits et, s’il y a lieu, la date pro- 
bable de son retour. 

Le Gouvernement ture adressera au Secrétaire général de 
la Société des Nations ainsi qu’aux Hautes Parties contractantes 
un rapport annuel indiquant les mouvements des batiments de 
guerre étrangers dans les Détroits et fournissant tous renseigne- 
ments utiles pour le commerce et la navigation maritime et 
aérienne envisagée dans la présente Convention. 


Article 25. 


‘Auchne disposition de la présente Convention ne porte 
atteinte aux droits et obligations découlant du Pacte de la 
Société des Nations pour la Turquie ou pour toute autre Haute 
Partie contractante. 


Article 26. 


La présente Convention sera ratifiée dans le plus court délai 
possible. 

Les ratifications seront. déposées aux archives du Gouverne- 
ment de la République francaise 4 Paris. — 

Le Gouvernement japonais aura ‘la -faculté de se borner 
a faire connaitre au Gouvernement de la République francaise, 
par son représentant diplomatique a Paris, que la ratification 
a été donnée et, dans ce cas, il devra transmettre hecpiiae sain 
aussitét’ que faire se pourra. 

‘Un Se eel de er sera dressé des que six instruments 


Tt cae 
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de ratification, y compris celui de la Turquie, auront été déposés. 
A cette fin, la notification prévue a l’alinéa précédent équivaudra 
au dépét de l’instrument de ratification. 

La présente Convention entrera en vigueur 4 la date de ce 
procés-verbal. 

Le Gouvernement frangais remettra A toutes les Hautes 
Parties contractantes une copie authentique du procés-verbal 
visé a l’alinéa précédent et des procés-verbaux de dépdt des 
ratifications ultérieures. 


Article 27. 


A partir de son entrée en vigueur, la présente Convention 
sera ouverte a ]’adhésion de toute Puissance signataire du Traité 
de Paix de Lausanne du 24 juillet 1923. 

Toute adhésion sera signifiée par la voie diplomatique au 
Gouvernement de la République frangaise et, par celui-ci, a 
toutes les Hautes Parties contractantes. 

Elle portera effet 4 dater du jour de la signification au 
Gouvernement francais. 


Article 28. 


La présente Convention aura une durée de vingt ans a dater 
de son entrée en vigueur. 


Toutefois, le principe de la liberté de passage et de navigation 
affirmé a l’article premier de la présente Convention aura une 
durée illimitée. 

Si, deux ans avant l’expiration de ladite période de vingt ans, 
aucune Haute Partie contractante n’a donné un préavis de 
dénonciation au Gouvernement frangais, la présente Convention 
demeurera. en vigueur jusqu’a ce que deux années se soient 
écoulées aprés l’envoi d’un préavis de dénonciation. Ce préavis 
sera notifié par le Gouvernement francais aux Hautes Parties 
contractantes. ar : 2 

_ Sila-présente Convention venait 4 étre dénoncée conformé- 
ment aux dispositions du présent article, les Hautes Parties 


Textes 
alternatifs 


contractantes conviennent:de se faire te erik 4 une conférence 
en vue d’arréter les termes oe nouvelle convention. . 


Article 29. 


' A Vexpiration de chaque période quinquennale .4 compter 
de la mise en Vigueur de la. présente Convention, chacune des 
Hautes Parties contractantes pourra prendre l’initiative de 
proposer des amendements 4 une ou plusieurs dispositions de 
la présente Convention. 

Pour étre valable, la demande de revision formulée par 
une des Hautes Parties contractantes doit étre appuyée, s’il 


. s’agit de modifications 4 l’article 14, 4 l'article 18 ou a l’annexe I, 


par une autre Haute Partie contractante et, s’il s’agit de modi- 
fications 4 tout autre article, par deux autres Hautes Parties 
contractantes. 

La demande de revision ainsi appuyée devra~étre notifiée 
a toutes les Hautes Parties contractantes trois mois avant 
expiration de la période quinquennale en cours. Ce préavis 
contiendra ]’indication des amendements désirés ainsi que les 
motifs de ces propositions. 

S’il est impossible d’aboutir sur cette proposition par la voie 
diplomatique, les Hautes Parties contractantes se feront repré- . 
senter 4 une conférence convoquée 4 cet effet. 

Cette conférence ne pourra statuer qu’é l’unanimité, a l’ex- 
ception des cas de revision relatifs 4 l’article 14, a l’article 18 
et A l’annexe I, pour lesquels il suffira d’une majorité des trois 
quarts des Hautes Parties contractantes. 


1. Cette majorité sera calculée, dans les cas de'l’article 14 
et de l’annexe I, en y comprenant la voix de la Turquie et, 
dans le cas de l’article 18, en. y comprenant les trois quarts des 
Hautes Parties contractantes riveraines de la Mer Noire, y 
compris la Turquie. 


2. Cette majorité sera calculée en y comprenant les trois 
quarts des Hautes Parties contractantes riveraines de la Mer 
Noire, y compris la Turquie. 
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EN FOI DE: QUOI, les Plénipotentiaires susnommés ont 
a Ben se “présente Convention. 


FAIT & Alontrénx, le vingt juillet mil neuf cent trente-six, 
eh onze exemplaires, dont le premier, revétu des sceaux des — 
Plénipotentiaires, sera déposé dans les archives du Gouverne- 
nent de la République francaise et dont les autres ont été remis 
: un a chacune des Puissances signataires. 
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ANNEXE I 


1. Les taxes et charges qui peuvent étre prélevées confor- 
mément 4 l’article 2 de la présente Convention seront celles 
qui sont indiquées dans le tableau ci-aprés. Les réductions 
éventuelles que le Gouvernement ture déciderait de ces taxes 
et charges seront appliquées a tous les pavillons. 


Montant de la taxe ou 

de la charge a percevoir 

Nature du service rendu sur chaque tonne de 
jauge nette 


Francs frangais (or) 
a) Contréle sanitaire . 2... 2... 0,075 


b) Phares, bouées lumineuses et bouées 
de chenaux et autres : 
Jusqu’a 800 tonnes... .... , 0,42 
Au-dessus de 800 tonnes ... . 0,21 


c) Service de sauvetage; y compris les 
canots de sauvetage, les postes de 
fusées porte-amarres, les sirénes de ‘ 
brume, les radiophares, ainsi que les 
bouées lumineuses non comprises sous 
b), ou autres installations du méme 


SOG: gc Gk ewe we Rw oe we % 0,10 
Note. — 100 piastres équivalent 4 environ 2 francs 50 cen- 
times or. 


2. Les taxes et charges définies au tableau annexé au para- 
graphe premier de la présente annexe s’appliqueront 4 une 
double traversée des Détroits (c’est-a-dire 4 un passage de la 
Mer Egée a la Mer Noire et au voyage de retour vers la Mer 
Egée ou bien 4 une traversée des Détroits de la Mer Noire a 
la Mer Egée suivie du retour en Mer Noire) ; toutefois, si un 
navire de commerce franchit 4 nouveau les Détroits en vue de 
retourner en Mer Egée ou en Mer Noire, selon le cas, plus de 
six mois aprés la date d’entrée dans les Détroits pour le voyage 


d’aller, le navire pourra étre appelé, sans distinction de pavillon, 
4 acquitter une seconde fois ces taxes et charges. 


3. Si, A la traversée d’aller, un navire de commerce déclare 
ne pas devoir revenir, il n’aura 4 acquitter, quant aux taxes 
et charges visées aux alinéas b) et c) du paragraphe premier 
de la présente annexe, que la moitié du tarif. 


4. Les taxes et charges définies au tableau annexé au para- 
graphe premier de Ja présente annexe et qui ne seront pas plus 
élevées qu’il n’est indispensable pour couvrir les frais occasionnés 
par les services en question et pour conserver un fonds de réserve 
ou un fonds de roulement raisonnable ne seront augmentées 
ou complétées que par application des dispositions de l’article 29 
de la présente Convention. Elles seront acquittées en francs 
francais (or) ou en monnaie turque d’aprés le cours des changes 
pratiqué a la date du paiement. 


5. Les navires de commerce pourront étre tenus d’acquitter 
des taxes et des charges pour les services facultatifs tels que le 
pilotage et le remorquage lorsqu’un tel service aura été diment 
rendu par les autorités turques a la demande de l’agent ou du 
capitaine du navire en question. Le Gouvernement ture publiera 
de temps a autre, le tarif des taxes et charges qui seront percues 
au titre de ces services facultatifs. 


6. Ces tarifs ne seront pas augmentés dans les cas ov lesdits 
services seront rendus obligatoires par application de l’article 5. 
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ANNEXE Il. 


: ot. Les classes et sous-classes de batiments a comprendre 
dans le calcul du tonnage global des flottes des Puissances rive- 


Yaines de la Mer Noire, visé a l’article 18 de la présente Con- 
vention sont les suivantes : 


Batiments de ligne : 


sous-classe (a) 
sous-classe (b) 


Batiments porte-aéronefs : 


sous-classe (a) 

sous-classe (b) 
Batiments légers de surface : 

sous-classe (a) 

‘sous-classe (b) 

sous-classe (c) 
Sous-marins 


suivant les définitions de l’annexe III a la présente Convention. 


‘Le déplacement dont il doit étre tenu compte dans le calcul 
du tonnage global est le déplacement type, tel qu’il est défini 
a l’annexe III. Ne seront pris en considération que les batiments 


qui ne sont pas «hors d’dge », tels qu’ils sont définis a ladite 
annexe. 


2. La communication prévue a l’article 18, alinéa b), doit 
comprendre en outre le tonnage global des batiments des classes 
et sous-classes mentionnées au paragraphe premier de la présente 
annexe. 
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ANNEXE It! 


A. DEPLACEMENT TYPE. 


1. Le déplacement type d’un batiment de surface est le 
déplacement du batiment achevé, avec son équipage complet, 
ses machines et chaudiéres,:prét A prendre la mer, ayant tout 
son .armement et toutes ses munitions, ses installations, équipe- 
ments, vivres, eau douce pour I’équipage, approvisionnements 
divers, outillages et rechanges de toute nature qu'il doit emporter 
en temps de guerre, mais sans combustible et sans eau de réserve 
pour l’alimentation des machines et chaudiéres. 


' 2. Le déplacement type d’un sous-marin est le déplacement 
en surface du batiment achevé (non compris l’eau des comparti- 
ments non étanches), avec son équipage complet, son -appareil 
moteur, prét 4 prendre la mer, ayant tout son armement et toutes 
ses munitions, ses intallations, équipements, vivres pour I’équi- 
page, outillages divers et rechanges de toute nature qu'il doit 
emporter en temps de guerre, mais sans combustible, huile 
lubrifiante, eau douce ou eau de ballast de toute sorte. 


3. Le mot «tonne », sauf dans l’expression «tonnes métri- 
ques », désigne une tonne de 1.016 kilogrammes (2.240 lbs.). 


B. CLAssEs. 


1. Les bdtiments de ligne sont des batiments de guerre de 
surface appartenant a l’une des deux sous-classes suivantes : 


a) batiments de guerre de surface, autres que les bati- 
ments porte-aéronefs, les bAatiments auxiliaires ou les bati- 
ments de ligne de la sous-classe b), dont le déplacement type 
est supérieur 4 10.000 tonnes (10.160 tonnes métriques) ou 
qui portent un canon d’un calibre supérieur 4 203 millimétres 
(8 pouces) ; 


* Les textes de la présente annexe ont été empruntés au Traité naval 
de Londres du 25 mars 1936. 
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b) batiments de guerre de surface, autres que les bati- 
ments porte-aéronefs, dont le déplacement type n’est pas 
supérieur 4 8.000 tonnes (8.128 tonnes métriques) et qui 


portent un canon d’un calibre supérieur 4 203 millimétres 
(8 pouces). 


2. Les bdtiments porte-aéronefs sont des batiments de guerre 
de surface qui, quel que soit leur déplacement, sont concus ou 
aménagés principalement pour transporter et mettre en action 
des aéronefs en mer. Si un batiment de guerre n’a pas été concu 
ou aménagé principalement pour transporter et mettre en action 
des aéronefs en mer, l’installation sur ce batiment d’un pont 
d’atterrissage ou d’envol n’aura pas pour effet de le faire entrer 
dans la classe des batiments porte-aéronefs. 


La classe des batiments porte-aéronefs se subdivise en deux 
sous-classes, A savoir : 


a) batiments pourvus d’un pont tel que les aéronefs 
_puissent y prendre leur vol ou s’y poser ; 


b) batiments non pourvus du pont décrit au paragraphe 
a) ci-dessus. 


3. Les bdtiments légers de surface sont des batiments de guerre 
de surface, autres que les batiments porte-aéronefs, les petits 
navires de combat ou les batiments auxiliaires, dont le déplace- 
ment type est supérieur 4 100 tonnes (102 tonnes métriques), 
sans dépasser 10.000 tonnes (10.160 tonnes métriques), et qui 
ne portent pas de canon d’un calibre supérieur 4 203 millimétres 
(8 pouces). 

La classe des batiments légers de surface se subdivise en trois 
sous-classes, a savoir : 


a) batiments portant un canon d’un calibre supérieur a 
155 millimétres (6,1 pouces) ; 


b) batiments qui ne portent pas de canon d’un calibre 
supérieur 4 155 millimétres (6,1 pouces), et dont le déplace- 
ment type est supérieur 4 3.000 tonnes (3.048 tonnes métri- 
ques) ; 


c) batiments qui ne portent pas de canon d’un calibre 
supérieur 4 155 millimétres (6,1 pouces), et dont le déplace- 


0 
ment type n’est par ure EW & 3: 000 tonnes os 048 tonnes : 
métriques). 


‘4, Les sous-marins sont tous les batiments concus pour navi- 
guer au-dessous de la surface de Ta mer. 


5. Les petits navires de combat sont des bAtiments de guerre 
de surface, autres que les batiments auxiliaires, dont le déplace- 
ment type est supérieur a 100 tonnes (102 tonnes métriques), 
sans dépasser 2.000 tonnes (2.032 tonnes métriques), -et qui 
n’ont aucune des caractéristiques suivantes : 


a) étre armés d'un canon d’un calibre supérieur a 155 
millimétres (6,1 pouces) ; 


b) étre congus ou équipés pour ‘tancer des torpilles ; ; 


c) étre concus pour atteindre une vitesse supérieure a 
vingt noeuds. - HS ame 


6. Les bdtiments  auziliaires sont des batiments de surface 
fais ant partie de la flotte militaire, dont le déplacement type 
est supérieur a. 100 tonnes (102 tonnes métriques), qui sont 
normalement utilisés pour le service de la flotte, ou ‘comme 
transports de troupes, ou pour tout emploi autre que celui de 
batiments combattants, qui ne sont pas spécialement construits 
pour étre des batiments combattants, et qui n’ont aucune des 
- caractéristiques suivantes : 


a) étre armés d’un canon d’un calibre Psy artes! a 155 
millimétres (6,1 pouces) ; 

b) étre armés de plus de huit canons d’un calibre supé- 
rieur 4 76 millimétres (3 pouces) ; : 

c) étre concus ou équipés pour lancer des torpilles ; 

d) étre concus. pour oud proteaee par des plaques de 
blindage ; 

e) &tre concus pour atteindre une vitesse supérieure a 
vingt-huit noeuds ; i 

[) &tre congus ou aménagés Pencipalernent poe mettre 
en action des aéronefs:'en mer ; 


g) &tre équipés de plus de deux appareils & lancer des 
aéronefs, 


eS 


C. BATIMENTS HORS D’AGE. 


_ Les batiments des classes et sous-classes suivantes seront 
) considérés comme «hors d’dge » lorsque, depuis leur achéve- 
ment, se sera écoulé le nombre d’années indiqué ci-dessous : 


a) pour un batiment de ligne... ...... 26 ans ; 
b) pour un batiment porte-aéronefs ...... 20 ans ; 


c) pour un batiment léger de surface des sous- 
classes (a) et (b): 
i) s’il a été mis sur cale avant le 1¢T janvier 


| 6 yk ie OS 16 ans ; 

ii) s'il a été mis sur cale aprés le 31 décem- 
pre: TUG o 6g 6 6 Ee RS SH a 20 ans ; 

d) pour un batiment léger de surface de la sous- 
S  Aeeeee TO) sb ke ee © a We Sl eS eH Le 16 ans ; 


2). POUT WA SOUS-MIBYIN 2c a's «ce sees a Gt 13 ans. 
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ANNEXE IV 


I] est convenu que, parmi les trois navires-écoles hors d’Age ! 
ci-dessous désignés de la marine japonaise, deux unités seront 


admises 4 visiter les ports des Détroits ensemble. 


Le tonnage global _de ces deux navires sera, dans ce cas, 
considéré comme équivalent 4 15.000 tonnes. 


Datede ~  Déplace- 
_ Date del 2 F 

riiaccen chantier ~ Lonince, . Tuenttype _ Armement 

Asama 1896-10-20: 1899-3-18 9,240 =. 200 mm. x4 
150 mm. x12 

Yakumo 1898-9-1 1900-6-20 9,010 200 mm.x4 
150 mm. x 12 

Iwate 1898-11-11. 1901-3-18 9,180 200 mm. x4 
; 150 mm. x 14 


PROTOCOLE. 


b Au moment de signer la Convention portant la date de ce 
jour, les plénipotentiaires soussignés sont convenus, au nom de 
leurs gouvernements respectifs, des dispositions ci-aprés : 


1. La Turquie aura immédiatement le droit de remilitariser 


la zone des Détroits telle qu’elle est définie dans le préambule 
de ladite Convention. 


2. A partir du 15 aodt 1936, le Gouvernement ture appli- 
quera provisoirement le régime spécifié dans ladite Convention. 


3. Le présent Protocole prendra effet entre les Puissances 
signataires de la Convention 4 dater de ce jour. 


Enclosure se 


“Poy 0, 


OM. 39 
Montreux, le 18 juillet 1936, 


CONFERENCE DE MONTREUX, 


CONVENTION CONC ERNANT LE REGIME DES DETROITS 


Signée & Montreux, le juillet 1936, 


Correctinns apportées par le Comité de rédaction 
le 18 juillet (matin) au texte imprimé de la Convention, 


Q 
Page 5. ‘N 
Aprés M. Nicolas POLITIS, ajouter : = 
M, Raouif BIBICA ROSETTI, Délégué permanent de la > 
Gréce auprés de la Société des Nations, SS 
: 
P 6. 
rape O Oy, 
Dernier alinéa du préambule, lire "LESQUELS" (en majuscules) 
Page 8, 


Article 6. Troisieme ligne, mettre une virgule aprés "dem, 


Quatriéme ligne, lire "entrer de jour dans 
les Détroits et que..." 


Cinquiéme ligne, lire "par la route indiquée, 
dans chaque cas, par les autorités turques!? 


Article 8. Deuxiéme ligne, ajouter une vuirgule apres 
"spécifications", 


Troisiéme ligne, lire "annexe JI" au lieu de III, 


Page 9. 
Premier alinéa : 
Article 9. Troisiéme ligne, ajouter les mots "visé & 
l'article 13" aprés le mot "préavis". 


Quatritme ligne, lire " le calcul des tonnages 
soumisa limitation en vertu des articles 
14 ef 18, & condition...". 


Troisiéme alinéa : 
Supprimer le tiret et le remplacer par une 
virgule, 


Quatriéme alinéa : idem 


Article 10, Deuxiéme alinéa : remplacer le mot "rentrant" 
par les mots "gui entrent". : 


Article 11, Troisiéme ligne : lire "tonnage supérieur 
au vonnage prévu, et mettre une virgule 
Page 10. aprés 8) 8, 


Article 12. Deuxiéme alinéa: 
Modifier comme suit les deux demiéres lignes 


",.& la condition que des précisions & ce sujet 
soient données en temps utile & la Turquie". 


Article 13, Septitme ligne, ajouter une virgule aprés 
"bétiments", 


Page 1l, 
Deuxiéme ligne, lire "annexe III & la présente 
Convention" au lieu de "IV", 
Troisitme ligne, supprimer la virgule aprés 
"Toutefois", 


Article 15, Supprimer le mot "é ventuellement," 


Article 17. Sixiéme ligne : supprimer les mots "celle suivic". 
Page le. 
Article 18. Au début du premier alinéa, ajouter "1.". 


Paragraphe a) : premiére ligne, remplacer les mots 
"du présent article," paf "ci-aprés", 


deuxiéme ligne, lire "n'excédera pas 
30.000 tcennes", 


Paragraphe b) : lire la deuxiéme phrasé comme suit : 
“A cette fin, chaque Puissance riveraine fera 
connaitre, conformément & 1'annexe IV & la présente 
Convention, au Gouvernement turc, le ler janvier et 
le ler juillet de chaque année, le tonnage total 
de sa flotte...", 


a ee 
Paragraphe d) : premitre ligne, supprimer la 
virgule aprés "Toutefois". 
quatriéme ligne, ajouter une 
virgule aprés les mots "devra" et 


"hypothése", 
Page 13, 


Deuxiéme alinéa : remplacer les deux points (:) par 
un point (.) 


remplacer “e)" par "2," 


Article 19, 


Deuxiéme alinéa, cinquiéme ligne : lire “en vertu d'un 
traité d'assistance", 


Troisiéme alinéa, premiére ligne : remplacer les mets 
“ci-dessus" par "a 1l'alinéa précédent," 


Page 14, 


Article 80. Troisiéme ligne : remplacer "est" par "sera" 


Article 21, Deuxiéme alinéa, quatriéme ligne : remplacer 
"seront autorisés & " par "pourrent " 


Page 15. 


Article 23. Deuxiéme ligne : remplacer " la Turquie" par 
"le Gouvernement ture", 


Deuxiéme alinéa, trod sions ligne : supprimer la virgule 


aprés "civils", 


Page 16, 


Deuxiéme alinéa, remplacer "Le Gouvernement turc" par "IL". 


Troisiéme alinéa, quatriéme ligne, supprimer la virgule 
aprés "contractantes". 


Article 26, Ajouter & la fin : "Membre de la Société des 
Nations", 
Nations 


Ajouter entre les articles 25 et 26 : " SECTION V. 
Dispositions générales", 


—— 


Article 28, Deuxiéme alinéa : supprimer la virgule 
aprés "Toutefois". 


Page 18, 


Article 29, Deuxiéme alinéa : remplacer "valable" par 
"recevable",. 


Troisiéme ligne, lire :" & l'article 14 ou 
a cae eke Ae, eae une mas el 
u nexe 
Troisi éme af Ge ee cate ifene, ttre : "contiendra 
l'indication et les motifs des amendements proposés." 


Quatriéme alinéa : premiére ligne, lire " sur ces 
propositions..." 


Cinquiéme alinéa : deuxiéme ligne, lire " &@ l'article 
14 et & l'article 18, pour lesquels..," 


troisiéme ligne, supprimer "et a 
1'annexe I", 


Supprimer le texte alternatif No l. 
Supprimer le chiffre "2," au début du deuxiéme 
paragr aphe, 

Page 19. 


Derniére ligne, remplacer "un & chacune des" par "aux" 


Page 21. 


Paragraphe 1, Quatriéme ligne, supprimer "que le 
Gouvernement turc déciderait® 


Cinquieme ligne, lire :" et charges que le 
Gouvernement turc admettrait seront appliquées sans 
distinction de pavillon". 


Ajouter, aprés "sur chaque tonne de jauge nette" ;: 
Yet register tonnage". 


Paragraphe b)lire :" Phares, bouées lumineuses et touées 
de chenaux nu autres". 


Page 23. L'annexe II devient "Annexe IV". 


Paragraphe 1. Deuxiéme ligne, remplacer "global" par 
"total", 


Quatriéme ligne, mettre une virgule 
aprés "Convention. 


Dernitre li-ne du premier alinéa, lire 
"suivant les définitions de l'annexe II " 


-~5- 


Deuxiéme alinéa, deuxiéme ligne : remplacer "global" 
par"total" . 
Troisiéme ligne : lire "& 1'annexe II! 


Paragraphe 2, Deuxiéme ligne, remplacer "global" par 
"total". 


Page el, 


L'annexe III devient "Annexe II", 


Page 28, 
L' annexe IV devient "Annexe III", 


Lire les chiffess du tableau comme suit 3: 


Asama 20 ~ X — 1896 18 ~ III - 1899 9,240 IV x 200 mm 

XII x 150 mm 

Yakumo 1 — IX — 1898 20 — VI — 1900 9,010 IV x 200 mm 

XII x 150 mm 

Iwate 11 - XI — 1898 18 - III ~ 1901 9,180 IV x 200 mm 

; XIV x 150 mm 
Protocole. 


Premier alinéa, deuxiéme ligne, lire : "les plénipo-— 
tentiaires soussignés, engazeant leurs gouvernements 
respectifs, sont convenus des dispositions ci-aprés :" 


Paragraphe 3. Supprimer "entre les Puissances signataires 
de la Convention", 
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REGARDING: British claims that the Montreux Conference is to be hailed 
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as the first successful example of peaceful revision of a post- 


war treaty is gently scoffed at, the point being made that 
Turkey would have refprtified the Straits in any event. 


“Britten elaine that the Mentsoun Conference is 
te be hailed as the first euccessful exemple ef peace-~ 
fal revision of & post-war treaty is gently scoffed 
at, the point being made that Turkey would have re- 


fortified the Straite in any event, ond that the final 
\ 


resulte ef the Conference furniah small cause for 


rejoicing in that they represent e definite Soviet 
vietory. 
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British White Paper entitled TURKEY NO. 1 (1936) ’ 
CONVENTION regarding the REGIME OF THE STRAITS WITH “iw 0.° 


CORRESPONDENCE RELATING THERETO, MONTREUX, JULY 20, 
1936. 


Respectfully yours, 


For the Ambassador: 
os Herschel V. 
5 First Secretary 


<) Enclosure: 
1. Cmd. 5249. | 
HM/ Wok 
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